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Maria J. Cahill
Composition Committee Chair

Composition Workshop Notes

(January 7, 2004)

Thanks to everyone who attended and participated in our (lengthy!) workshop:  Herbert, Michael, Gaye, Eric, Mark, Jeff, Elizabeth, Erin, and Sandra.  I appreciate everyone’s input.
If there’s anything that our workshop participants would like to add, or if anyone thinks that something has been misstated or incorrectly worded, don’t hesitate to email me within the next week or so.  
Everything that we discussed, much of which is in a transitional state, will come back to the comp committee for finalization (except for items directly related to the literature committee).
Notes:

Course Assumptions and Outcomes:  We approved the current assumptions and outcomes as they are.

We discussed the fact that not all of us are using the word “assumption” and that we should change this on our syllabi.  Also, we agreed that everyone should double-check and make sure that they have the most current list of assumptions and outcomes on their syllabi, as follows:

Composition Course Assumptions:

1. Reading, writing, and thinking are integrated skills.

2. Writing is learned behavior, requiring practice, feedback, and revision.

3. The priorities in any piece of writing are, in order, substance (content), organization, style, and correctness.

4. Grammar, usage, and mechanics matters are best learned individually through reading, writing, and revision.

5. Writers must be able to adjust their writing processes to a variety of writing situations.

6. Consideration of audience, purpose, and voice is fundamental in the writing process.

7. Writing is a process of inquiry through which a writer learns and shares that learning.

8. Informed use of technology can enhance writing and research for writing.

9. Writing is a recursive process involving collecting information, focusing, ordering, drafting, and clarifying or revising.
Composition Course Outcomes:

Students who successfully complete the course will

1. perceive writing as a recursive process involving collecting information, focusing, ordering, drafting, and clarifying or revision;

2. be able to produce, with a sense of audience purpose and voice, writing that has adequate substance, order, appropriate style, and correctness;

3. perceive that writing is a process of inquiry through which the writer learns and may share that learning with others;

4. be able analytically and critically, to read, think about, and discuss their own writing and the writing of others (fellow students and published writers);

5. be able to adjust their writing processes to a variety of writing situations, including timed situations such as the Regents’ Exam;

6. demonstrate in at least one paper the techniques and skills of basic library research;

7. be able to use computers for writing and research.
Please go ahead and use these on your syllabi this semester.

Some discussion concerning how these assumptions and outcomes apply to journalism and creative writing ensued.  We concluded that these A & O’s apply to all writing courses.  Journalism and creative writing instructors may want to include additional assumptions and outcomes that are unique to these courses; however, they are not, at this time, “official” (and they should not be signified as such).
First-year Writing Handbook:


We decided to include 0099 in this handbook, since so many of our students begin there.  We hope that this will make the writing experience at ABAC more cohesive.  

We agreed to create a “hard copy.”  There remains an interest in charging a small fee to cover our expenses and to make a profit for our department.  This handbook will be ready by fall 2004.  For now, we will not put this handbook online.  
Most of us include many of the below items in our syllabi, but we recognize a need to place the information in more than one location.  


We will include the following items in our new handbook (not necessarily in this order):


1.  A section on why writing is necessary.


2.  Division rules and procedures – information on withdrawal, chain of command, etc.

3. Plagiarism policy and procedures.  Some helpful examples of plagiarism for students.

4. General FAQ
5. Basic regents’ information.

6. Regents’ hand-outs (these are the ones that we frequently copy for classes)

7. WPE information (maybe some similar hand-outs as for the Regents’)
8. Compass information

9. General explanation of portfolio assessment

10. Writing Center information:  location,  what to students can expect,  phone numbers, etc.

11. Computer lab locations

12. location of our offices and phone numbers

13. Sample essays
14. Grade descriptions

15. Online websites and addresses that might be helpful.

16. assumptions and outcomes 

17. possibly a contract stating that the student has read and understood the handbook

Composition Website:

We love this idea!  But we concluded that an expanded/enhanced division website needs to come first, with links to our website.  

Plagiarism:

We agreed that plagiarism is an issue that we want to continue talking about.  We agreed that a clear explanation of plagiarism should be included in the new FYW handbook (we already include such information on syllabi).  And we agreed that examples of plagiarism should be included there as well.  There was a good conversation about what plagiarism is and how to combat it.   We noted and discussed the college statement on plagiarism.  There was interest in some kind of standardized penalty, but it’s still in discussion stages.   
Portfolio Assessment:


The portfolio evaluation rubric is in good shape and just needed some minor tweaking.  As we carefully studied the portfolio evaluation form, some questions were answered.  We have suggested the following changes.  The composition committee will review these changes and make a final decision regarding them.  There was agreement to revise/edit all gendered language.  This was begun, as can be seen in #11, but will be completed by the composition committee.

11.  The writer demonstrates that she is able to respond analytically and critically to texts (books, articles, essays, stories, poems, plays, film, video).

Revised:  The writer demonstrates the ability to respond analytically and critically to texts (books, articles, essays, stories, poems, plays, film, video, journals).

13. At least one paper demonstrates skill in research, in integration of source materials, and in documentation.

Revised:  At least one paper demonstrates research, including integration of source material and MLA documentation.

Discussion ensued regarding a possible standardized table of contents for portfolios.  Generally, this was regarded favorably but will go back for consideration and possible development by the composition committee.

Assessment:  We discussed, briefly, how to use the results of assessment to better our program.   Workshops were mentioned, but there seemed to be limited interest in them.  With our hectic schedules, it can be so hard to find time!  However, we generally liked the idea of having similar meetings to this one – only shorter and more specific – just before each semester or possibly the day of graduation.  We could offer a couple of topics and let participants choose which workshop to attend.  Or perhaps we could have back-to-back workshops.  But these would take, perhaps, a morning or afternoon.  There will be further discussion in the comp committee.
Course descriptions:  
Discussion about each of our courses ensued.  Then we looked at the current course catalogue descriptions and discussed those.  Generally, it seemed as though we were happy with the 0099 description.  There was a good discussion about 1101 and 1102.  The wording of 1102 seems most problematic.  We hashed through this for a while, but we didn’t come to a conclusion.  Although it seemed that the 1101 course description was in reasonable shape, questions arose as to whether or not all of our faculty are fulfilling the requirements thus stated.  Of course, the primary concern is with adjunct faculty.  
In the end, a number of suggestions were made about rewording the 1102 description, but nothing has been finalized.  We discussed how to help standardize teaching in the classrooms, and in addition to a specific, required adjunct workshop at the beginning of fall 2004 (and possibly spring – beginning 2005), it was suggested that we create standard syllabi (and required texts) for adjuncts (and possibly brand new faculty).  These ideas and questions will be advanced to the composition committee who will continue to investigate various options and will come to some decisions.

Literature Workshop

Mid-afternoon, we began literature and humanities.  Changes made in the literature goals and outcomes are NOT final.  We hope to have these finalized in time for summer/fall semesters.  But this is what we came up with:

Literature:  Course Goals

1. To approach the study of literature as an expression of the human condition
2. To advance students’ knowledge of major literary genres

3. To provide tools and opportunity for effective thought and discussion of literature as a reflection of history, culture, and philosophy

4. To build advanced reading, writing, critical thinking, and research skills

5. To emphasize both global and local connections between students’ specific interests and the broader idea of literature

Note:  #5 is still considered problematic, but it will be further revised/edited by the literature committee.   These goals/outcomes will be adopted in the summer/fall, once the committee has finalized changes.

Literature:  Course Outcomes

Students who successfully complete this course will be able to

1. read literary works across genres.

2. interpret literature analytically and critically

3. demonstrate an awareness of historical and cultural contexts as well as literary periods.

4. demonstrate in at least one paper the ability to use MLA documentation appropriately

5. demonstrate in at least one assignment the ability to use computers to write and do research.

6. evaluate literature and its role in culture and society.

Course outcomes will also continue under review by the literature committee.  These should be finally revised in time to be used by summer/fall semester.

Modes of assessment for lit/humanities was discussed.  There was mention of pre-post tests, papers, etc.  But nothing was finalized.

After the discussion of literature goals and outcomes, we delved into the humanities course.  It was concluded that we need to distinguish between World lit and humanities and that humanities should have its own goals and outcomes.

